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.. ·In response ~o public' input, the .: '
Navy has ,produced this revised ' '
*~oposed Plan of rem~ialalterna
tiv~st6address Site 8, the Perimeter ,
Road Disposai $ite, ~nder thdnstalla.'"
tion Restoration Program (IRP) at,

.\ the Naval Air Station Brunswick,
Brunswick, Maine. The IRP and the
process'of select~ng remedial

\ alternatives are conducted in
,accordance with the Comprehen
sive Environmental Response;

, CompensaUon, and LiabilitI Act
(CERCLA), as amended by 'the .
-Superfund Amendm~ntsand Reau
'thorization Act (SARA). The IRP is

.. -,
'also,conducted in cooperation with th'e
U.$. Environmental Protectio,n Agency

'" (USEPA) and the Maine Department of
, Environmental Protection (MEDEP).
The Perimeter Road Disposal Site is the

. third of 13 'sites at the Naval' Air Station
-to make' the transition'from investiga- ' .
, tion to remedial action uncJerthe IRP. '

A R~inedial Investigation and ..
Focused Feasibility Study (RIIFFS)
conclucted at Site 8 indicated that
surface and shallow soils are contami
natedwiih polynucleararoll18tic <

hydrocarbons (PARs). A Risk
, Assessment was also conducted to
eval~ate the potential effeCtS o~ huinan'
health and the environment. Remedial

'. alternatives '~ere e~aluated arid a Soil
, Cover was·the preferred alternative
, .offered forpubltc input in the original

Proposed Planissued inO<:tober 1992.

Local residents attendiilg the October
15th public meeting and hearing to

,discuss rem~ial alternatives for Site 8 '
requested consideration of excavation,
as a,prefe~d alternative. Upon ,serious
.considerationof this suggestion in light
of all availaoledata. the Navy is issuing
this' revised PropoS;ed PlanwtIich

'preSents Excavation and Use as 'Sub- .
. grade Material at Sites 1'and 3: as the '
, preferred remedial al~rnative to
address Site 8. '

," The key components of this alterna
, tive are:

1) site preparation, incl~ding si.lt
fencing or hay bales to prevent silt
from entering a nearby stream;

2) excavation and transportation of
14,000 c'ubic yards of soil, rubble"
and debris to Sites l' and 3 for use as
sUbgi'ade mate~l prior to placement
of a low-permeabilitycap over the',

,:' , iandftlls'; ,
3) confiimation sampling, 'and

,4) grading and seeding the excavated ,
,' area to Promote proper drainage and
Ihin~ize erosion.

A more dCtailed description of this
preferred a~terriative appears on Page 3.
This revised Proposed Plan 'also .
contains: ' . '

.' the public' s rol~' in evalu~ting
remedial alteina~ves' and sources for

.more.in(ormation,
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I~trOduction (Cont.)
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'•. Ii briefprofileo(Site8 andth~· ", • the criteria used:toevaluate eacb.-
fmdings of the Tecbnical. '.' remedial a'ternative, and.bow, eacb

, .Meoiorandill¥ and RI/FFS, .; , ,'. -one measures:up, and . "
• objectives of the cleanup,' : ...:,. the:~ationaleforpreferriitg.Ex~va-.

. , • a summary of the other a.ternatives: ' .-tioo and U~ as Subgrade Material at·
, 'corisider~ as well as the 'prefeiT~" . :Sites 1 and 3. . . . .

. remedial alternative, " I,-' " ,
, .. ' :'-.

_ ........._--~...--~~--+:--'-~..:....:.......~-'------:........:...----'-;-~~-;----~-.,-'--~.,
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• " '" t~rtis'Men~)l'iaI-Li~rary ....;
23 Pleasant Street

) Brunswick, Mai~e o40il
; '.~" - ',,, Telep~one: (297) 725-5242 '.
., ... " - - ,. ,

.'

Tbe.~ublic b~~ already played ~ ~jpr role iit, the c6~sigeratiooofremedial ,-....
altemativesfor Site 8'. :l)le suggestion'of excavation made.at~the 6cto~r 15 : .:'.
public meeting arid bearing is now the preferred alternative being'proposed for':' .
Site 8. Detailed fmdirigs of the Tci:imical Memorandum.and RIIFFSfor Site'S can' '.' .
be rev!ewed at th'e publiclnformatio.n RePository., Tbe.lnformation:Repo~itory' .
contci!n'sinform~tion specific to the remedial alternatives und~r corisideration,.the
IRP in general, and 'alSo 'bouses the' Administrative Record. :: 'Th~ Administrative
R~ord includes docuinents and correspOndence. that form the basis for decision
~g,in the IRP, inclliding trapscrtptSofp~blic meetings. The Inf~rination .

,Repository is located at: ", . . . . ,
."' .. ' '. ".

'. ... '. .
" TheNavy is also bolding another public c6mrnen~period to solicit any further .

, ' input on the new preferred alternative or the other remedialalternativeS'for,Site 8.
:.~' The .public, comment periodwiU be 'beld from'Marcb 12 to April ',Ii; .Written . '

cO!J1lnenisreeeived.dllliflg the :coriunent peri~ will be considered by the Na~y'
.', and regulat,Qryrepresentatlvesin selecting the final remedial action. These

comments Will be addresSed in,the Responsiveness Summary,porii.Qn of the
Record of Decision in the Administrative Recofd. Please subm1twritten .

'1- .• •

comments to:· , ' .
., ' James ~liafer . .

'~~val Facilities Engineering Command
;10 Industriai Highw~y,Mail Stop 82

, . ~.'Lesier,reniiSylvania·,19113-2090'

. .
, .'

.'

.
~ . . .

... "

. .:', ,;~ " '.

~ .'
"

~ " 1
, .. '~

. .. '.'. ;. .. ..

. ' ,.1,

.. The Priblic~s'Role in':"
, .... '_.~ Evaiu~ting: Re~e(lia('

. Alternatives.'·' .

'.

Because·of the, thorougbness o,f thepre~ritation an,d, the exten~:ofp~blic input :.'
at the October 15th'public meeti,ngand bearing regarding Sit~ 8,a second public' .
meeting,will not be beld. :. ":'. ' "'. .: .': . ',' .

If yQ~.ba~eqU~~OnSabout 'tbiS~eSs o~ the ~, please cbntac~: .
"

Lt.KurtWalliscli ',.-: MarlcHyland
Public 'Affairs Pffice . MaiIieDEP
NAS,Bninswick State HouSe station J7

"Brun,swick, ME 04011'; . ;'Aug'usta. ME 04333
:' (207) 921~2527' ,::, .~ (207) 287-2651. .

I " .".... ~ ~ • .' ' • •
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March 1993 Proposed Plan

potential effects of ~e site on human ,
health and the' environment. The riSk
associated with exposure to contami-

'nants was calculated assuming both
current use and futUre residential use of
the site, which is the most conservative

'scenario. The estimated incremental, '
cumulative, carcinogenic risks to an
i~dividualunder the current exposure
'scenarios were within or below the
USEPA'stilrget ri~k range. The
,noncarcinogeruc HazaMi Index was
below r.o: The assumed worst-case
future residential exposure scenario,
resulted in a slightly higher carcino
genic riSk. 'W~ile this scenario is

, unlikely, excavation of the PAH-'
,contaminated soil at Site 8 would

, .' .' .
address this potential risk. No other
contaminants, such as DDT, were,
found to pose a riSk to humail health or
the environment.

.' ,

The Navy completed RI activities
for Site 8, 'which ,included.extensive
sampling and analysis of surface and
subsurface soils~ groundwater:,

.leachate ,and sediments, and surface ,
water and sediments. Results showed .
PAHs in surface and shallow soils.
PAHs reSult from the incompier.e, '

, burning of fuels or can exist naturally
in the environment. High concentra- "
lions can be found in urban or industri-, TheRl also established that Site 8

'. allze.d areas, such as parking lots and: does not impact the Jordan Avenue
airports. The pesticirleDDT (dichloro- \\rellfield due to the, limited groundwa-
'diphenyltrichloroethane) and some, ter contamination at the site; the ,
,oth~r contaminants were,also detected: considerable distance between Site 8·
at the site. " and the wellfield, and groundwater .

.patterns which flow to the tributaries
rather than the. wellfield.' '

,Site 8, the Perimeter R01id DisPosal
Site, coverS. approximately one-half'

, acre north ofPe"rlIDeterRoad on NAS
Brunswick. (See Site'Map on Page 4~) ,
Site 8 wasreportedly a disposal area
for rubble, debris, and trash from 1964
to 1974. The site is aflat, open area

, with'steep, wOodedeinbankments
,leading,down to two, small tributaries;
SUrface wooff drains to these tributai- '

, i~, which flow 1,800feetnorth to
discharge into the Androscoggin River. '

, . ' AS part of the RI, a Risk. Assess~ "
ment was completed to evaluate the

.' ..: ,

I. _.

t,

.,j.

frofile of Site 8; the
"Perimeter, Road ~isposal
. Site~ and Findings of-the ,
Re~edial, Investiga~ion'
(Ri),

,
Rem'edial Action ". " '

Objectives
. ' ;The 'priniary 'remedial action
objective is to reduce the human health

, and ecological riSk associated with
.: PAR-contaminated soil, In addition, "

other considerations include:

. '

• 'compliance wi~ Maine municipal
, solid waste landfill closure require-

ments, and '
• the conmlUnity's desire for l~ss

, restricted lanq on base property, in
case of future base closure. '

,-r,

_ThePref.erre4 Alt.ernative: 7b~ p~ferred alterna:tiv~ inv~lveS .' ~ be req0ired if th~ debri~w'as left in

Excavation and Use as, . excavating'PAH-contaminated soil, 'place. The excavated material would
nonhazardous construction rubble, and, be transported to Sites 1 and 3 for use

SubgradeMate-:-i~l at .Site,s "'debris fromS~te·8. 'Removing Ute" ' as sUbgrad~material beneath the low-
1 and '3. .., ' ", rubble and debris along wi~ the ',' ,'permeability cap approvedfor the sites. '

contamiQate<i soil will free the site of The alternative includes the following,
futUre land use restrictions that woUld' components:

, .
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Material would be transPorted three
miles~ dump trucks to sites 1 and3:
The material would'be placed at Sites 1
and 3 for use as subgr~de material prior '. ,
to landfill cap constrUctioQ. ,The fill " '
materialw~ ensutep~operdrainage' '

. and comply with design criteria for the
,~ap. Obtaining the fi'n materiaifrom '
Site ,8 precludesadditional.studies arid '

Because this excavation would be the need toobrain flll material·from an
conduc~ iri the vicinityof a str.eam, ~fi-site soUrce. Eight to ten 12- cllbiC7

several location-specific Applicable or ' :yard dump, trucks'would be needed to
, Relevant and Appropriate Require- haul material at th~ projected pace of
, ments (ARAR!l) w~>uldapplyt~ this e~cavation; approxima~ly:90' cubic.

. effort: ~ _ ,., - .. ' yards per,trUck, Per day.! At,this rate,
. '. Maine Natmal,ReSoUfcesProtection' . ,,excavation and, transport would'last

, Act (38 MRsA, seCtion 480-A: from 15 to 20 days. The prOposed '
through S);. _ . , . excavation ar~; truck (bute,.,and Sites

,•.Natural Reso.urees Protectiori'Act,,· "1,3, and 8.appeai' on the Site Map: '
, Peimit by Rille Stan~ds (MEDEP," " " , '

Reguilltions, Chapter 305); and ' ,'> con,/irnlation Sampling. : <

.'Towil Shoreland Zoniitg di-dinan.ces ' Afterexcavati6n of the rubble and
, a~,q State Minimum.QuideliDes: . debris; soil samples ~ould be collected

, and analyze<ho confum that removal
, Ac;tion7'specific AR~s'that apply to, of waste is complete. These sanlpling . :

. this alternativeinclude:-' ' , , .reS"ults would be·submitted to the'. .
• Occupatio'nal SaJety anci'Heaith regulatorY~genCies for review~'

AdJiunistrationSafetY,and Health, "
· Staridai-ds (29CFR Part1926);:' " 'G~i~g and Seeding, :,:
• Clean Au' Act NationalAIDbient Air " After'conrtrination sampling, the , '"

", QuaIiiyStandar.ds (40:CFR Part,50)';' excavated area would be graded to
, and ' riunimtze erosion: 'Th~ area would then

,..•·Mai~eSolid Waste'Management', be'sewed'to reestablish vegetation.
, :' Regulations (38 MRSA'Section: ' .'

. '::'1304)~' ." ".".'

,: ;..

"

Proposed ExCavation CrOss'Sectlon
Not to Scale . " ': ,,' , .

Site Map
, Not to Scale

.,:.,., - ,
, ., "'. ,'", . .,' r' -'~

Ex.cavation and Ti'ansportation of '
, MaieriDl ~

An estimated 14,000 cubic yards of :.
soil,' construction rubbIe, and debris'
w~)Uld be excavated from the embank- '
ment 0(. the site. The amount of ..
~terial to be excavated',wasestiIriated' ~.,
from borihg;teSt pit, and monitoring ,
~ep' installation'logs presented in the

Lw .-II.__IIII!III_", .' braft Final Remedial Investigation aDd
~=- ~,,';"' ---. ,~ . S~ppleme~~l Retnedia"In~estigation

, 'Reports (E.C.Jordan Co., 1990,~nd
1991),;" ,: ". :: ',: ",,' ~ :

.9212076T

The'Preferred Alternative:. SiteP~q,artitioir
'Excavation arid Use,as, . Site preparation would be nununal " 'Materiai would 'be e~cavated and,

because the area ,is flat and re~tive"y~oaded'with a backhOe, ~hich h~ an
,', Subgrad'e Ma:terialat' sit~s" fr~ 'of trees imd bnish:,Equipment ',' ~stimatedreach ofapproximately 20
"'l'arid'j (C~';t:),·: , ' would be brought to the 'site and stored feet'lbis reach would enable the

in a designated area.,Silt fencfug Of hay, operatOr tQ excavate from the slope .. ' ,
, ,bales w~)Uld be placed alongtile'stream ' witliout inoving the equipment to the

at the bOttom of the embaruanent to. ,bOttom of-the embankment Dust" , '
'preve~t silt from entenng i~ '.' .' " erilissionsfrOm eXCava'ted material "

would be controlled by wetting the '
. material prior,to excavation': Approxi- , '

... ' mately 800 to '1,000 cubic yards of ' '
" m.iteriai would 'be excavated'for .

u-ansi>omition 'per day.. \ ., .

"- ,.'

,: .. ,'

. ~,

, : .....

"
. ,~ ,

.~ ....
.'..
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Other Remedial"
, Alternatives

, "

.. '
"

',.
,

_'.1

,.i'

h ,

~ .

,No. Action , , ,
Th~ No Action Alternative is consid
e~ to 3;Ssess impacts on human health
and 'the environment if no actions are '
taken' and ~o, provide' a comparison for
other alternatives. However, monitor
ing andsitereviews every five years ','
would be conducted to detect changes

, incontalnination 'at the site. "
" .

~' ,

Minimal Action '
, I9stitutional contro~s such as fencing"
, ,warning signs, andland~userestrictions

:' would be enforced at the site to prevent
exposure to containinants: These '

" .restrictions would' renlain in the event'
of base closure. Monitoring and five~

year site reviews w,Olild be cdnduc!ed

,to detectchanges in contamination at'.
th~ site., .

So~il Cover ,
The Soil Coverwas originally the
Navy's preferred 'alternative (Proposed
Plan, ABB Environmental Services,

, "Inc;, September 1992)~ The alternative
. included a low-permeability co'ver ' "
'topped with soil for'vegetati~n, to
minimiie rain infiltration and,to prevent"
contact with the contained material. In
addition,this alternative met the State
of Maine's requirement for site closure
and minimized future potential health
risks. The Soil Cover Alternative also
included site inspections and mainte
riance;fencing andwarning signs, and'
land use restrictions.

'Criteria for E~aluating
Alternatives ~ . .J' •

,'Undt?rCERcLA, remedial'alterna-', ' , tion of human healtll'and the environ- ,
tives are evaluated using nine criteria, mini over time, once the cleanup goals
as follows':' 'have been met.

',.

( ,

.....

Implementability referS to the technical
and adniinistrative feasibility of an
alternative, including the availability of
materialsand services; . ,

Short-term 'Effectiveness refers to the,
likeHhood of adverse impacts on
human health or the environment that

. may be posed during the construction
, and iniplementation of an alternative.

Reduction of-Toxicity, Mobility or
Volume throughti'eatIitent are three
principal measures of the <>verall

, 'performance of analternative. The
, 1986 amendinents to CERCLA

emphasize that, whenever possible, a
Selected 'treatment process should
permanently reduce the level of
toxicity ()f cOl1taminants at a site; the
'spread of cont3.minantS, and their ,. ' .. .
amoun,ts.

Long-.term Effectiveness and PermtJ
nence refers to: the ability of an
~terna~,ve, to maintain reliable pro~-

Overal~ Proteciion ofHuman H~~h
and the Environment addresSes how
an alternative, as a whole: ~ould
,protect human hea]th and the'e~viron-

, " men~ ~This inCludes an assessment of
, howpublic health and environmental
risks 'are properly eliminatep, reduced;
or controlled through trea!IDent, ,
engineenng, or institutional controlS.

Compliance with ,Applicable or' ,
" ,Relevant and Appropriate Require
'ments (ARARs) addresSes whether an

, action complies with all 'state and .
federal,enviionmental and pubiic heaith

" laws and'reQuirements that apply,or
- -. are relevant and appropriate to, the

,condition and cJeanup options at a
speCific site.' , '"

I,' •

'.

" '

.~

-~, '.
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Criteria fot Evaluating'
.' Ai~e.rnatives (Cont.):

;.',

, .

.': .: The charton this page is'a suIIUriary
of how each alternative, including the

Of th~ nine criteria, protection or' " pr~ferred alternative, meets each" .
. huiruui bealtli ~ndthe enyirorimellt and' . 'Criteria: . .

Cost incl~de~ capital (up front) coSts,· 'compliance with ARARs are the
and.Iong-te~' oPerational and mairite~'primary requirements ,thaJ 'must.bernet. ,

: mince costs: This is e~presSed as net'· - Considerationistheq given to the' ..
, .present,~orth of the aiteri1ati~e ~>ver its . " strengths and we3Irnes~s of~ch '. '.

period of~Iforma!1ce:' " . alternative with respect to long-term'
, .. ': . " ;. ' , "¢f:.Iectiveness,and permanence, ieduc-

Stale Acceptanc~ aqdresses wh~ther tions'of toxicity, mobility, or volume
the MEDEP agr~with"opposes,or: '. thfoughtreatment,short-term effective- .

: 'has nocOmri:lent 00 the'propoSed' ' ness~ implementability., and cost.·
alternative. " '.' .. ,., ConSideration of state. and community

..' , .. ,., ' \ . .,' comments may be liSeo'to modify'
Co;"':"unily Acc'ep~ce adqres~: . .aspeCts·of die preferred alternative or
whether the coinmunity supports the , .... decide .tha~ another alternative provides
proposed'plaD,' Thisis'evahlated based . a better balance. . .
o~ ~~e~ts receiv~ '(;luring the, ;: .

.public comment period. ". .

.. ~ .

. ' .

,"' .

. "."'"

.'

'. ,", '."

'., .

No

. .~..."

... .ye8"

No

Yes

", ...

No

No' "

)Nt:i)::'::::;:rx~/::::": ::;:~~~~·~!·~l:!:!ji:!i.

·.i.:.•.·.:.·:.•.:.•.i.:,.:!:.::.:•.f.::.••.•'a:..·.•..:.8·
re

..•.•;".·.:·.•nd..·•.'nd•.•..,O•..s·.:·on•.•·.•..••.ntr••••·:.•.•.•I·:.~8.·.I·I.•!q.c·.:t.0t8·n.••.·o••tl••.••d.,··.~.ona:.•.~•.•·.::.1.U88....in•..•:r•.:•.•..e.••••.••)8.•:..:••..'.:..•::...•1..::.:1::•...•..·:::·..::•••..:,•••.•..:::.!.:::::. ~:t~~1: ~t~u.I.~ ••I~~~I!~~/'
....,...,:.m·:;..:,.'..res.•:...•:.:•..:.:.o...••.•~.·..·.....n:..·.tr1·:.•.ndl:..•.:tO.·.• ·.ctI·.·.·.·.:....".•·u.·.I.·.o".·se:.•••,••n.

9
·.•·•·.•·••..8•.:.::.:&.:•..:)•....:..·.•...:.'.::.•:..•.:..:...••.•....:'.::.•::. ::·::/monltOrlng:Ol'./:?:=::: .'"":;···i!!··f~~~~¥i.·i.··,i· ..•...

Impl8men~tlon .

State A~liptanC8

......:.....•.....:.:.:::.:.;.; .

:::: •.......•.•..•.•.• .;.:.:-:.;.;.....-..

•..•.•.•... :±~~i:EQ&·::::.-:.\\ •
.....;. .~ .... :-:':-;':':-.:.;. ".;.;.;.;

., Reduction 01 .
. Toxlcltyt Mobility,
'orVolume •
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'.. Rationale for the'
,Preferred Alternative

,v·

"....'..
, "

. Excavation and Use asSubgrade "
Material at Sites 1 and 3 is the.Navy's
,pr~feITed alterna~ve for the foilowing

. reasons.

, ',."Removal of material from the site
: would ~li:~ninate,physical hazards.

Placement of the material under the
, ,landfill Cap would li:mit accessibility ,

. , " to the excavated material and
,cqntaminated soil.

• The alternative meetS Maine .
reg~latio~s foisolid waste landt'm .

. closure.
.• Site 8 would not have futw:e land

.' .'. use restrictions left in' place, which
juldfesses the community's desire
for less restricted land on base.

+" Excavation and' transpo~tion of.'
, ma~rial is.a common practice;

equipment is readily available'and is
.relatively cost-effective.

.'

.,'

Glossary Administrative R~cord: " ,. , .
A public file o,f information that forms the basis for the selection of remedial

,actions. The Administrative Record is available.to the public.
• \ :.. >

.'

9212076T
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Applicable or. 'Relev'ant and Appropriate Req~irements (ARARs): .
'ARARs include any state or federal statutes or regulations that pertain to protec
tion of public health and the environment inaddfessing certain site conditions or

" '-in using particular remedial technology. .

'Ciircinogenic:, .
A <;hemical that causes or induces cancer

, Comprehensive EnviromTienttd Response, Compensation, and.
liability Act (CERCLA.):

, Afederal law passediri.198Q·and modHiedin 1986'bythe'SuPerfund Amendments
and Reauthorization Act (SARA). The acts require federal agencies to investigate
and,remediate hazardous waste sites.

Dichlorodiphenyltrichloroelhane (DDT): ,
A pesticide commonly used in the 1960s and 1970s'untIl being banned in the'
United States m1974;

Focus~d Feasibility Study (FFS): , ,
A report that presents the development and analysis of specific remedial altema
tives~:

Groundwater: , . .
I Water found beneath the earth's surfa:ce.

HaZlU'd Index: .' ,: '
A total comparison of the exposure dose' to its acceptable li:mif for each chemical.
Ratios greater than 1'represent an unacceptable risk. Ratios'iess than or equal to 1'
represent an ,acceptable risk. "

'7

" '
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lnfornialjon Repository: '"
A pubiicfileof IRP information. ~nfomiatio~on tl.l~ Navar Air Station's sites is;

, ~vajlable at t,he cUrtis Memo~l Library. , ;,' . ". "

, 'l~stallation.R~storation prog,.am (IRP): ' '. , '
.. The IJU> is the DepartriientofDefense prog'ram that dealS with investigating and, '
, retriewating ~ites from past'ac'tivlties associated with suspeCted releases of toxic
.and haz8.rdous lnaterials.· , " , ',' '," .

. (

... "

Leachate:'
," ". Water th~t has,passed'ilit:ough ~aste., ,," '

".:

, "

.,

, "

Polynu~lear Aro~:.HydrOcarbons (PARs).:' .·f .' .

Agioup of org~ic chemiCaIslypicaliy forme<! during the combustion of hydro
" carbon'fuel, or tJ;1at can existnaturally in the environment PAHs are foun9 in ' ,

high conceiitiations in urban or industrial ,areas, or in the vicinitY of airPorts,
'PARs are relatively iinmobile in'the envir0IlIIl:ent: Some PAHs are believed to' "
, cause,cancer, while',othe~ hllVe nQt been observe<l~o' produce adverse health "

effects., , .".' , ,
,.. ...

.... , :. "p,.eferred'AuemQJiy~: "
\ .0 4' " • " _' ."... " "( .' ••

The remedialaltemative:t1lat ~ppearS to best meet remedial action obje.etives! as '
outlined in a PrbposedPian. '. ' ", "

• I . ", ,

Proposed Plan: , '" ,," : " :'" .
':' A public docUment thatsalicits input pn a recommended remooial alternative.,' The ;'

" ,~ , , Proposed Pllin is ~ased'oriinformation and techniCal analysis generatedduriDg the
'. .RifFs'., - '" '. . ~ '.

, .

'Record ofDeciSion (ROD):' ~' , "
, ApUblicQOeum~nt'that ~Qoun~es,the rem~ialal~rnaMe tobe'usedatthe:s;te,',

The ROD is based on information and techni,cal ana!ysisgenerated during the RI(
FS and iri,consideratior(of publiccoriuilents received on the PropoSed Plan. 'f.he .
ROD includes a Responsive,Qess 'Summary of pUblic,~oriunents,andcO~eJ'pOnd-
ing respo~ses." ; " ' " c

." Ji

".

r '

, "

"
" "'Remediale: ,
, . :ro take Iong-teim action to a~dressa site:Co~{1ition.

" '~"

.. '.

"
.'." -.

.' . ,-",

.',-

r ,-,
'" .';. ,'. ~

: il'emi:dial ~lier;,atiYe: ': ' .'. -,:, ..", , ,
An option evaluated to addiess the'.source'and/or migration of contaminants to "

'meet health~b~edremediati()n goals. ",

Remedial Action:
'"A 10ng-teniracQon that stops~ subsql.Otially reduces a releas.e,OI: cM:nce of a

.' release, of haZardous substances tharis'considerable but not an immediate threat to
human health ~r the envirortine~t: ';. ,:', :"" . .", '
~ , . ~

.' .'- _ .
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,Glossary (COFfL)

" ' ".

.
,,' 'Remeditillnvestigation (Rl):' ,

,The Remediai Investigation establi,shes the nature; extent,. and composition of
, contamination at a hazardous waSte,site, and assists in' identifying: appropriate

remedial alternativeS. : ,>'

, ,
'I ,"

,',

,- .,'

'. ~~ - , .-'

.~\,

.;

',Re~ponsivenessSummory: ,
Part pf the RODthat oU,tlines public input on remed~lalternatives and~e
cOrrespo.nding responSes. , ' '

Risk"Assessment:. ,
'. ' Evalliates the pote~tial risk to human health and the environment to help assess

:remedialaltematives.' .>,: ' '

\.

'-. "

•,

:. t

SuperfundAme~dme~tR~'authorizatiiJnAct(SARA):
SeeCERCLA' ,

. ~.:'

" '

, ,

".

, >

'. '~

'. 'T,arget Risk Rimge: . , '. "., '
,The range of increased risk,associated'with exposure to a'carcinogen resUlting in
1 a~~tional p~cer incidl;lnt in 1O,OO()'to 1 million expOsed people.

,~ Sediment: " '
Thesanci or mud found at the bottom and side of water bodies such as'creeks, '
rivers, streams,Wces, sw~ps"and ponds. ,Sedim~rits typically consist of soil,
sil~ clay, plant matter, and sometimes gravel. '. . ,
., " '. • I ~ . •
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Toxicity:
The d~greeof$nger posed by a substan'ce to animal or plant life.
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